Gender analysis is the first step in gender-sensitive planning for promoting gender equality.
Incorporating notions of masculinity into the child protection discourse is an attempt not only to reduce existing gender (male) under-and misrepresentation among South Australian refugees but also to ensure greater visibility and increase the role of refugee men in the process of developing culturally relevant and appropriate policies, practices, and services to assist successful pre-and postresettlement transition while strengthening family wellbeing. Dealing with masculinities, the ecology of refugee parenting; the resettlement of African husbands, fathers, and/or carers; and child protection independently would overlook the metaconnections among men, deny refugee male self-efficacy, and negate the male voice and their unique experiences (Evans, 1995; Lee & Owens, 2002) .
Masculinities matter and are important in psychology, health, social work practice, and child protection research and policy decision making. Masculinities matter within these domains for population in general, but more specifically in this case with refugee male populations. Exploring refugee male perceptions, interpretations, and enactment of masculinity may unmask the differential experiences of refugee women and men and ensure the integration and operationalization of these differences into services and practice.
Exploring the ecology of refugee parenting for resettled African men can result in more integrative and inclusive child protection policies, services, and practices for refugee families. The concept of masculinities, this article argues, must be treated as integral to any approach to working with refugee parents and carers. There are several prevalent themes demonstrated in the literature that relate to the social construction of masculinities for African men resettled in South Australia that affect their parenting experiences. Literatures explored are flight and forced migration, masculinities, and psychological perspectives on gender and masculinities to inform the context of parenting experiences for African refugee men, parenting, and their children's well-being.
Review of Literature Flight and Forced Migration
In the 20th century, the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), international humanitarian organizations, and nation-state child protection agencies increasingly focused on gender, the psychological and social impacts of conflict, and child abuse and neglect. Over this time, a wide variety of approaches were developed to address these issues. Labeling approaches as distinct and separate paradigms is neither beneficial conceptually or operationally for refugee populations in pre-or post-resettlement contexts. Rather, building a bridge between intervention areas is essential in assisting these populations, humanitarian organizations, and child welfare agencies to improve the well-being of refugees and the ecology of the refugee parenting experience. Throughout this article, gender is used interchangeably with masculinities as is child protection with child welfare, and child abuse with child neglect and maltreatment.
In the literature on flight and forced migration, economic migration, and pre-and post-resettlement, gender is often used as a central organizing principle. In the context of flight and migration the literature centering on gender has revealed a host of significant topics-among which masculinities receives the least attention-that include (but are not limited to) how and why women and men experience migration differently, and how this contrast affects the processes associated with parenting experiences during preflight, flight, migration, refugee camp residence, resettlement, and post-resettlement. Engendering a masculinities perspective in the context of forced migration and refugee parenting requires interrogating those institutions and ideologies that construct the ways in which gendered realities are created and encountered during pre-and postresettlement. This will inform child protection understandings of refugees whose origins stem from traditional societies that identify as patrilineal in the ways in which family life is organized, piety, beliefs and norms, gender roles, parenting practices, kinship, and community structures to assist the development and delivery of genderbased, culturally relevant and appropriate family support services and in the delivery of early interventions to newly arrived Australian refugee communities.
Until recently the term migrant suffered from similar gender stereotyping as previously described across numerous disciplines (Longhurst, 2000 (Longhurst, , 2001 (Longhurst, , 2002 Pessar, 1986 Pessar, , 1999a Pessar, , 1999b Petersen, 1958; Wood, 1994) . In the domain of migration studies, the assumption that the "true" migrant is male has limited the possibility for generalization from empirical research and produced misleading theoretical premises (Pessar, 1986, p. 273 ). Furthermore, the study of forced migration and both internal and external displacement has been shamefully neglected by the social sciences (O'Neill & Spybey, 2003) . It is important first to understand why women were largely absent from empirical research and writings produced in the 1950s, 1960s, and early 1970s, which resulted in a discourse shift away from men. It is useful to consider the theoretical assumptions guiding much of the migration scholarship of that period.
Most scholars were influenced by neoclassical theory in the early phases of this scholarship; however, with the advent of feminist theory stemming from the Women's Liberation Movement of the 1960s, the realities and conditions of women and children changed, although this shift has remained marked by "north-south" paradigms (Silvey, 2004) . In this regard, the feminist movement has invariably played a substantive role in the context of flight and forced migration as the needs of refugee women and children have been recognized as pressing and urgent (Lewis, 1959; Redfield, 1955) . The field of ethnography offers promising insights into defining masculinities in the new millennium particularly because this field covers a number of culture areas and is sensitized to gender by feminist contributions in the field (Cheng, 1999; Connell, 1993 Connell, , 1994 Connell, , 1998 Gutmann, 1997) . This may lead to a comparative sociology of masculinity able to challenge the "north-south" paradigm which will provide new productions of and insights into masculinities as represented by "othered" scholarship (non-White).
Forced migration and refugee studies and research from the 1950s to the 1970s was marked by a more general tendency to disregard women's contributions to economic, political, and social life. As June Nash (1986) writes, "Whether investigators were influenced by neoclassical, Marxist, dependency or developmentalist paradigms, they tended to stop short of an analysis of women's condition in any but the most stereotypical roles in the family and biological reproduction" (p. 3). This resulted in researchers designing studies of immigrant populations that were primarily composed of male participants. For example, Portes and Bach's (1985) research over the course of the 1970s with Mexicans and Cubans in the United States was restricted to male family heads. A preference for centering the male immigrant was common among immigrant historians (Handlin, 1951; Howe, 1976) because the shared view among scholars in the field was that it was unnecessary to examine the lives of women unless discussing paradigms relevant to the family (Bodnar, Simon, & Weber, 1982) . Once feminist scholarship gained a foothold in migration studies, the field progressed through a series of stages common to the broader engagement between feminism and the social sciences.
Examination of the ways in which male refugees as parents and/or carers come into contact with UNHCR and humanitarian organizations within pre-resettlement contexts (such as the refugee camp) during forced migration, and how this either reinforces or challenges patriarchy in its multiple forms, is required. New research is needed to develop a more sophisticated understanding of gender and patriarchy in the area of flight and forced migration. This study attempts to avoid the common fallacy of equating gender only with women, and it acknowledges the "transgressive" fact that refugee males may be stripped of their patriarchal status and privilege in pre-resettlement environments (Espiritu, 1997; Gururaja, 2001; Turner, 1999 Turner, , 2001 . Forced migration scholarship must challenge feminists who insist on the primacy of gender, thereby marginalizing positive masculinities and other structures of repression. In place of theories that treat constructions of gender and community structures (clan or kinship) as mutually exclusive, it is imperative to develop theoretical and analytical frameworks and research designs that capture the simultaneity of gender, class, race, and kinship structures within the context of flight and forced migration; particularly (in this case) with an emphasis on how these affect refugee parenting and keeping children safe.
Masculinities
International understandings of masculinities remain class, race, and culture blind. More important, according to Connell (1998) , this is blatantly evident in the therapeutic literature on masculinity. Although there may be literature that challenges this "north-south" paradigm, Connell (1998) writes that this research has occurred with little effect. Furthermore, what is more startling than the "northsouth" paradigm is that the discourse of "masculinity is constructed out of the lives of (at most) 5 percent of the world's population of men, in one culture-area, at one moment in history" (p. 600). Migration is an existential shift that affects every part of human life. No single discipline can adequately describe and analyze this experience on its own (Castles, 2003, p. 22) . It is widely considered that trafficking, military induction, abuse, and harm mainly affect women and children, resulting in a virtual absence in the literature of considerations of masculinities other than, for example, cases of men forced into debt bondage by trafficking gangs (Gallagher, 2002) .
Gender is constructed from cultural and subjective meanings that constantly shift and vary, depending on the time and place (Boonzaier & Shefer, 2006; Kimmel, 1986 Kimmel, , 1995 . In most cases, in the areas of resettlement, refugee health, child welfare, and well-being, gender refers almost exclusively to the disadvantages faced by women and girls (see Canadian Council for Refugees, 2006) . Given the global nature and extent of gender inequalities across cultures, forced migration, and pre-and post-resettlement contexts, it has been appropriate to focus almost exclusively on women and girls. However, a perspective on the liminal spaces of flight, mig ration, and the refugee camp in terms of their effect on the gendered masculinity of the parenting experience has been ignored. The narrative of men and fathers immersed in flight, migration, camp residence, and resettlement as it relates to the ecology of parenting remains untold and consequently insufficiently represented in the literature. It is important that neither "masculinities" nor "gender" be viewed as equivalent to or juxtaposed with "women" and to acknowledge that gender-based analysis is not achieved only through women-specific concerns, discussions, and programs (Leach, 2003, p. 10) .
According to Connell (1993) , newer examinations into masculinities and knowledge frameworks should not reify "masculinity" (as encapsulated, with its reified partner "femininity," in the psychological scales that measure male/ female and androgyny). The object of knowledge ought to be rather men's places and practices in gender relations. It is true that these places may be symbolically constructed (the subject of representation research) and that these practices are organized transactionally and in the life course (the subject of sex role and personality research). Thus, the main topics of existing studies on men and masculinity are included in this conception of the field. Yet these topics can only be understood in relation to a wider spectrum of issues that must now be systematically included in the field of argument (p. 601).
Although contemporary theorists of masculinity generally argue for the value of the recognition of multiple "masculinities" (e.g., Connell, 2000; Cornwall, 1997; Mac an Ghaill, 1996; S. C. White, 1999) , some authors refer to "hegemonic" masculinity as the traditional, patriarchal view of men and men's behavior that is arguably the most prescriptive and the most restrictive of masculinities (Beasley, 2008; Donaldson, 1993 ). Yet other authors point to the need for an increased understanding of cultural interpretations of "masculinity" and of their varied ways of "engendering" manhood, while also considering the relevance of race, class, and age to the construct of masculinities. A conceptualization of masculinities has not been fully contextualized into theory or situated within the broader discussion of ecological theory, child maltreatment, and forced migration (Ferrari, 2002; Gurak & Kritz, 1983 , and nor has it extended to an examination of its impact on gender relations within refugee and migrant families or their wider communities. Continued research and practice are needed on the cross-application of positive masculinity identity creation in areas such as women migrants, refugees, families and children, and health care, and which are aimed at redressing the disparity of representation within child maltreatment practice, service, and policy remains (Earner, 2005; Kalksma-Van Lith, 2007; Moncrieffe, 2008; UNHCR, 2001 UNHCR, , 2005 UNHCR, -2007 UNHCR, , 2006a UNHCR, , 2006b ; World Health Organization and International Society for Prevention of Child Abuse and Neglect, 2002).
Men's gender (masculinities) is either taken for granted or viewed in normative or problematic constructs but not as a normative referent (Levant, 1996; Saith & Harriss-White, 1999 ; S. C. White, 1997) , or seen as converse to women's identity (Gilmore, 1990; Moser, 1989 ; N. R. S. C. White, 1994) . The influence of their gender on women's positions, interests, and choices is recognized; yet the fact that men's situations are similarly affected by gender is not (Large, 1997) . When shifting the focus onto men, we must be careful not to fall into a pattern of thinking where the hegemony within patriarchal systems appears to be reified by the very scholars who are purportedly seeking to deconstruct that masculinity. Instead, examinations into developmental psychology that account for the way gender roles are adopted and internalized can allow the focus of research to shift and facilitate analysis of the complexity and vicissitudes of "developing" the "masculine self" and the role race, culture, class, and society play in this process, in addition to what happens to these in the context of flight and forced migration. An understanding of masculine identities must be included if gender analysis is to be used as a tool for understanding the dynamics of refugee parenting, refugees' representations of gender relations-particularly the ways in which youth and men are challenged by new identity creation and reconstruction of their understandings of their gender roles as fathers, husbands, protectors, and providers-as well as for positioning the introduction (in the refugee camp) of new gender roles for women (e.g., that of elders). These newly created spaces, if captured by theory and represented early, offer new opportunities for the operationalization of child welfare practices and parenting education in pre-and post-resettlement contexts.
"Masculinities" is a complex terrain to define as authors query what even constitutes "gender relations" particularly as distinct from all other forms of social interaction. Connell (2000) explains gender to be active identities, traits, and values culturally and historically associated with men and women. Consequently, historical frameworks consider men and masculinities to be "configurations of practice within gender relations, a structure that includes large-scale institutions and economic relations as well as face to face relationships and sexuality" (Connell, 2000, p. 29) . Cornwall and White (2000) and MacInnes (1998) warn against biological essentialism in the field. These authors question the purpose of conceptualizing gender as fundamental differences between men and women that ultimately render them as perpetually static entities. MacInnes (1998), however, takes gender and masculinities theory one step further by signifying that these two paradigms are moot and have only assisted scholars to rationalize historical and contemporary contradictions within both patriarchal and egalitarian societies.
Therapeutic Literature
The field of Western psychology has become increasingly aware of the impact of migration resulting from flight and forced migration. Specialized interventions and a range of treatment programs such as Survivors of Torture and Trauma Assistance and Rehabilitation Service have been developed and evaluated to meet the specific needs of refugees and men in particular (Lisak, 2001; Summerfield, 1999 Summerfield, , 2000 . A review of studies that cover refugees' psychological interventions and premised on psychological principles primarily in the area of refugee mental health approaches related to trauma and posttraumatic stress disorders. There is a variety of intervention approaches used with refugee populations. The following are examples drawn from the literature: Bosnia (Weine et al., 1995 , Weine et al., 2004 Weine, Kulenovic, Pavkovic, & Gibbons, 1998) , Vietnam (Snodgrass et al., 1993) , Indo-China (Mollica, 1994; Mollica et al., 1990; Mollica & Lavelle, 1988) , and mixed countries of origin (Paunovic & Öst, 2001; Vesti, Smnier, & Kastrup, 1992) .
Despite the progress in mental health services for refugees, according to Segal (1993) the fact remains that we can learn very little from psychology (his own academic discipline) regarding refugee men and masculinities. Furthermore, he writes that the outcomes of 100 years of psychological research that has rapidly accelerated over the past two decades have only resulted in establishing an overwhelming similarity between the sexes. Segal believes that "only psychoanalytic thinking even begins to get any grip" on uncovering the depths and complexities of masculinities (p. 627). During the 1970s psychological researchers made an important discovery: Humans are gendered beings whose lives and experiences are (most likely) influenced by their gender. Although this discovery was not novel-gender-related theories and research had existed since the earliest days of psychology, particularly among those in the mental testing movement who sought to quantify gender differences (Morawski, 1985 )-a substantial amount of research was soon published that overturned the existing theoretical constructs and the measures on which they were based (Herman, 1995; Pleck, 1987) . This discovery and the subsequent shift in thinking originated within the women's and gay rights movements, the results of which have been important for both women and men. For men, the 1970s marked the beginning of the study of men as men, and no longer as idealized, nongendered humans (Thompson & Pleck, 1995) .
The literature suggests that health-related beliefs and behaviors, like other social practices in which women and men engage, are a means for demonstrating femininities and masculinities. The relational context of masculinity and health proposes that health behaviors are used in daily interactions in social constructions and the structuring of gender and power. It further proposes that the social practices that undermine men's health are often signifiers of masculinity and instruments that men use in the negotiation of social power and status. In the ecology of refugee parenting in pre-resettlement contexts, masculinities, and contact with humanitarian services and those responsible for the delivery of child protection services to refugees, one must ask how these entities engender and influence the kind of masculinity that refugee men (re)construct and which consequently inform how they negotiate this new terrain defined by "becoming a refugee," the spaces of the refugee camp environment, and new encounters with new paradigms challenging norms, practices, and beliefs (such as female genital mutilation [FGM] ). Furthermore, how these social and institutional structures sustain and reproduce sociocultural constructions of masculinities, which for post-resettlement agencies (i.e., Australian systems of child protection) may prove to be deleterious.
The refugee experience is one marked by many characteristics: stress, loss, being uprooted, trauma, and isolation; and these experiences often begin years prior to exile with ethnic or religious discrimination escalating to harassment and persecution (Gorst-Unsworth & Goldenberg, 1998; Stein, 1986) . Men encounter rape and other forms of gender-based violence, forced military induction, emotional and physical violence, loss of ability to provide, and a displacement of gender role and position. Men share the burdens with women of trauma, and the processes and experiences associated with "becoming" a refugee. In preresettlement contexts men are exposed to values, norms, and practices that differ from those of their countries of origin, particularly as they relate to parenting and gender roles.
Psychologists have made some progress in understanding gender's significance for psychological processes: social science theories that link the individual and social levels of analysis, constructs (such as identity) that bridge the social and individual levels, and conceptual tools generated by feminist theory, perhaps especially intersectionality. Ordinarily psychologists use gender in empirical research in at least three wholly different ways: to signify sex differences, within-sex variability, and the gender-linked power relations that structure many social institutions and interactions. First, and perhaps still most often, gender is used to think about the ways in which boys and girls or men and women differ. According to this "sex differences approach," psychologists consider how and why average differences in personality, behavior, ability, or performance between the sexes might arise (see, e.g., Block, 1984; Buss, 1995; Eagly, 1994; Maccoby, 1998; Maccoby & Jacklin, 1974) . This approach often appears to assume, or actually does assume, that these differences arise from preexisting "essential" differences between male and female human organisms. In its strongest form, the sex differences approach assumes that not only will there be group differences between men and women on key traits but also nonoverlapping distributions. Psychologists who begin by noticing that gender signifies a set of power relations often focus on how a particular behavior of interest (such as leadership, marital conflict, or performance of a task) takes place within social relationships (dyads, organizational hierarchies, and broader social structures) that are themselves gendered.
To summarize, psychologists have found "gender" to be a powerful conceptual tool in at least three ways: (a) in sorting individuals into male and female and exploring the ways in which differences in behavior, performance, and characteristics are associated with that individual difference (whether the hypothesized causal mechanism is based on biology, socialization, or social location); (b) in understanding how gender might relate to individual differences among men and among women; and (c) in understanding how gender structures the social institutions within which men and women operate. The first approach (sex differences) is the most advanced of the three within psychology and the most widely used in the field. All three approaches have generally been viewed as alternatives, and often are pursued in isolation from one another. However, recently the three approaches, their compatibility and integration into practice have been recognized. In psychology, the use of gender as an analytic tool in research that explores how "traits" may themselves be "gendered"-that is, viewed as strongly associated with masculinity and being male, or femininity and being female-is quite widely used. However, the field has yet to account for "north-south" paradigms, masculinities (as understood in this research), engendering the discourse associated with humanitarian interventions, the experience of flight and forced migration, and professional practice. The following section offers an overview of developments within the field for refugees and pre-resettlement contexts to merge the psychological with the social aspects of well-being.
Psychosocial Interventions
How do theories help us grasp the multiplicity of refugee men's well-being and their responses to services and practice along their journeys? How do theories of masculinity illuminate these processes? Why is it that men may be treated differently than women in life-threatening situations? Theories that underlie research, practice, and policy influence the ways in which phenomena are perceived and consequently how the actors, participants, and directors deal with them. This in turn shapes assumptions about the concept of masculinity in the context of forced migration; the prioritization, operationalization, and delivery of services; and how these embedded assumptions affect men. Alternative ways of viewing the ecology of the refugee experience may widen our perceptions, and at the same time offer ways to engender new discourses regarding masculinities that will have a positive impact on the parenting process in pre-resettlement contexts.
In the positivist view, membership of the male sex is signified by the male anatomy. In the social constructivist view, male gender is practiced in social interactions and is signified by beliefs and behavior. Social constructivist theories of masculinities recognize that gender is achieved through and by people and their social context. The supposed distinction between sex and gender disappears. Gender is not something we are but rather something we do in social interactions. Societies and cultures may assume that masculine attributes are fixed, although these vary as do their manifestations across and between individuals and groups. A postmodernist would disintegrate the sex and gender categories altogether and replace them with "floating signifiers," and thus would not give credence to sexual identities or characteristics stereotypically assigned to sex or gender. In turn, the ways in which practitioners and researchers perceive masculinities can affect the delivery of health care in contexts of crisis.
During the late 20th century and into the new millennium, the UNHCR, humanitarian organizations, services, and practitioners have increasingly included the psychological and social impacts of conflict into strategic planning, development, and approaches adopted to protect refugee well-being-hence, the term psychosocial frameworks. The intervention concept "psychosocial" is widely used to serve individual refugees, children of their families, and the general conflict-affected populations of today. Other common interventions in use are psychiatric and psychological clinical interventions, training local paraprofessional counselors, community-based social support and integration, cultural activities, sport, children's play, theatre opportunities, and education-based supports and services, for example, regarding harmful practices or traditional cleansing and healing. An integrative perspective and approach are proposed, which call for an inclusion of ecological theory in considerations of flight and forced migration (N. Williams, 2008) , of masculinities, and for strategies that consider psychosocial issues across all sectors of intervention. Consequently, the significant question is not what constitutes a "psychosocial intervention" or an "early intervention," but rather how interventions together promote overall refugee well-being.
According to Williamson and Robinson (2006) , emphasis on psychosocially centered services has tended to compartmentalize mental and emotional issues as distinct from physical and material issues. The act of compartmentalization does not recognize and decenters overarching ecological factors that also affect refugee well-being. Indeed, multiple interventions are required for conflictaffected populations; however, marginalizing certain aspects of experience or primarily focusing on one framework jeopardizes the overall aim of achieving well-being. All practice should be informed. At present, work in the field regarding individuals, refugee families, children and/or conflict-affected populations is guided by "psychosocial" paradigms of practice exempt of full consideration for masculinities, ecological theory, or Western child welfare practice. Terms, interventions, policy, and practice can be confusing, resulting in conflicting operationalization methods (i.e., child protection and child welfare) and outcome variance, particularly as these paradigms usually stem from "north-south" (his)stories.
According to Williamson and Robinson (2006) psychosocial is a term with no literal translation in the languages of most communities affected by armed conflict. Its implication of medical (read: "clinical") expertise leaves the lay person with a sense of alienation, and perhaps intimidation. Consequently, the term is frequently misunderstood, and its mystification locates it in the domain of so-called experts (p. 5). Furthermore, the authors claim that the danger of using field-specific jargon reinforces the idea that help needs to come from outside, thereby displacing resilience and diminishing agency, the very qualities that the psychosocial interventions aim to strengthen. This is particularly evident according to Williamson and Robinson (2006) within Internal Displacement Camps for internally displaced persons. Arguably, at the end of the day if practice is not informed, particularly in emergencies, "doing the wrong thing quickly is neither efficient nor effective" (p. 6).
Funding dollars for disaster relief, crisis intervention, and development work tend to focus resources on the physical and biological issues related to well-being and care. Psychosocial concerns are seen to require secondary responses, an idea that stems from Maslow's theory of hierarchy. On this view, human well-being depends on the fulfillment of a series of basic needs moving upward from physiological to agency (Apfel & Simon, 1996; Galappatti, 2003; Hart, Galappatti, Boyden, & Armstrong, 2007; McCallin & Fozzard, 1990; Williamson, 2005) . However, for those populations identified for resettlement as a "durable solution," this operational assumption does not translate well. For example, this understanding does not assist or translate well into host country child protection practice, or account for changed parenting expectations, gender, changed roles, or spiritual well-being (Garbarino & Bedard, 1996) . More important, it also does not account for practice and service delivery that is mutually recognizable (i.e., between domains) and similarly operationalized (e.g., among humanitarian organizations and resettlement agencies) that strengthens refugee family well-being.
To achieve the ecological well-being of refugees and consequently parenting intervention development, strategies and approaches must not only be culturally appropriate and relevant, but they must also incorporate universal concepts of child protection (i.e., host country child welfare practice), and recognize the utility of engendering a new discourse on masculinities, health, and agency. To achieve protection and care of children, refugee families and carers need to be informed (not only of those practices considered harmful, such as FGM) and also involved in the process of achieving this goal. Although refugees may be incorporated into rights-based approaches to health and well-being, these responses should not focus solely on meeting their biological and material needs. Rather, greater organizational capacity building and cross-jurisdictional collaborations are needed (such as among the UNHCR, UNICEF, Australian humanitarian organizations, and resettlement and child protection agencies). The next section discusses the ecology of the refugee parenting experience with the aim of enhancing South Australian child protection knowledge and strengthening refugee family well-being.
Ecology of Refugee Parenting
A major tenet of ecological theory (Bronfenbrenner, 1979; Bronfenbrenner & Morris, 1998 ) is that the developing child is embedded in a series of nested environments that affect the child's development (Bronfenbrenner, 1979) . Bronfenbrenner argued that there are four interrelated systems affecting the developmental processes: (a) microsystem, (b) mesosystem, (c) exosystem, and (d) macrosystem. The microsystem is the environment that directly affects the developing child, examples of which include the child's home or school. The mesosystem-the system to be discussed within this research-includes the interactions between two microsystems. The mesosystem is important for this research because it describes the relationship between two environments within which the child is developing. In this study, this system includes the home where interactions are taking place between parents and children, and the school where children are interacting with their peers. The exosystem is an environment that does not contain the child, but has an effect on the child's development. The final system is the macrosystem, which includes the cultural beliefs and norms surrounding the child, which determine how the child is raised in accordance with parents' belief systems. Bronfenbrenner and Morris (1998) discuss what they call proximal processes: those interactions that take place within an environment that operate over time to produce human development. Each element in the ecological system is interdependent, and research has shown that models that link peer and family contexts are important for understanding social development (Dishion, 1990; Dishion, Duncan, Eddy, Fagot, & Feltrow, 1994; Domitrovich & Bierman, 2001; Farrell & White, 1998) . Ecological theory achieves this through describing why certain parenting styles may be used within particular households. Bronfenbrenner and Morris (1998) believe that parenting styles are chosen in part because of the characteristics present within the microsystem that det ermines where the developing child is placed. Each child is enmeshed within an environment, and children who spend a greater proportion of their time in positive environments with their parents begin to believe that they will have similar experiences when interacting with their peers. There is some evidence to support the theoretical relationships bet ween family and school contexts. For example, some authors (Ajdukovic, 1996; Harris, 1995; Mboya, 1996) found that a child learns about its world through the environments in which it moves.
A major premise of ecological modeling is that child maltreatment is multiply determined by forces at work in the individual, in the family, and in the community and culture, and that these determinants are nested within one another. Bronfenbrenner and Evans (2000) found that four levels of analysis are widely accepted and may be typically applied within social work, education, child protection, and psychology. Belsky (1980) and Sidebotham (2001) have both advanced these levels and the factors typically operating within this system over several decades of research. Sidebotham (2001) concluded that these settings may not necessarily or immediately involve the developing child as an active participant, but nevertheless may have an impact on that child (p. 105). The macrosystem, often referred to as the metasystem, of cultural beliefs and values in any particular society is central to understanding the ecology of refugee parenting by African men. The macrosystem elucidates the consistencies in behavior patterns, the organization of a society, and its underlying attitudes and beliefs. It is important that the ecology of the refugee parenting experience, and child abuse particularly, is not modeled statically, but viewed rather as an overarching, multilayered, and dynamic process that acts on the developing child and the parents or carers within this paradigm.
Refugee families identified for resettlement as a durable solution may not necessarily arrive in their host country as an "intact" family (i.e., a nuclear family). Many sole parent homes of resettled refugees comprise women (such as mothers, grandmothers, and aunts) as the heads of household as a result of the death of their husbands or other family members, and/or separation , Israelite, Herman, Alim, Mohamed, & Khan, 1999 . African male refugees residing in South Australia who were sole parents attempting to raise their children in a new culture found their situation particularly difficult because the sin gularity of this role was unfamiliar (N. Williams, 2008) . Unaccompanied minors are quite often selected for resettlement and once family members are found and identified through reunification processes, adult carers may follow (Palmer, 1981; C. L. Williams & Berry, 1991) . The journey of "becoming a refugee" is often marked by violence and forced separation from children, husbands, wives, family, and clan (kith and kin) for years (Rousseau & Drapeau, 2004; Rousseau, Rufagari, Bagilishya, & Measham, 2004) . The journey is also marked by change in gender roles, through loss of community and family structures, through a disruption of daily routines, in norms and values, in traditional practices, and in livelihoods. Alternative structures (such as those offered by foster parents or community organizations) are adopted or adapted to function as surrogate families and carers (Colic-Peisker & Tilbury, 2003; Colic-Peisker & Walker, 2003; Darling & Steinberg, 1993) .
Refugee Men, Parenting, and Child Welfare
Recognizing masculinities in the context of refugee parenting in pre-resettlement milieus allows us to see what Turner (1967) describes as a phase of being "betwixt and between" or new identity creation. This liminal space has positive implications not only for universalizing child protection but also for developing parenting education and promoting refugee family well-being, which in culturally relevant and appropriate ways fosters healthy host country transitions. The cross-application of Turner's (1967) notion of liminality in pre-and post-resettlement contexts offers certain positive contributions for engendering new masculinities through the process of "undoing," "dissolution," and "decomposition," which can result in growth, transformation, and the reformulation of old tropes into new masculinities and parenting patterns (p. 99). The very act and process of becoming a refugee decenters normative values and beliefs and often strips men of their previous status and, consequently, may offer liminal spaces of new identity creation characterized by a (re)framing of internal and external worldviews as humanitarian organizations within the camp offer new ways of thinking regarding such issues as FGM and other harmful cultural practices. However, some authors have observed that refugees often strongly resist change (such as ideas of equality) imposed on them within camps, because old hierarchical and kinship structures persist, new structures were created, and a sense of general solidarity or comradeship among camp dwellers was difficult to obtain and or maintain (Benjamin, 1998; Daley, 1991) .
Liminality is the suspension of taken-for-granted social structures and norms, thus making "room for alternative interpretations" (Stepputat, 1992, p. 35) . When liminality is the result of social rupture, such as in the case of refugee masculinities, the absolute of traditions, authority, and/or gender roles no longer exist. Through the process of this experience, the refugee camp opens up certain possibilities for transgressing taken-for-granted norms and customs and for new social values to emerge. Men, both young and old, attempt to identify employment in camp contexts with relief agencies operating in the camp. As a nongovernmental organization employee, a refugee's circumstances change substantially. He or she now has a sustainable income, respected social status, and an opportunity to resettle if sponsored or identified for resettlement as a durable solution. Foumbi and Lovich's (1997) research into UNICEF's initiatives to involve men in development programs created for children and women considers the following: (a) the knowledge, attitudes, beliefs, and practices of men around issues that affect child health, educational achievement, and general welfare and (b) the male perspective on gender roles, women's employment, violence, and socialization of children. Emerging themes resulting from the literature reviewed in relation to masculinities, refugee male wellbeing, and the ecology of refugee parenting for African men point toward the following: (a) men play unique and positive roles in the lives of their children and can be persuaded to support efforts to reduce gender inequality, (b) family roles and relationships are changing, (c) socialization is crucial, (d) male-focused strategies can integrate men into problem-focused projects, and (e) men can be motivated to act in the best interests of their children.
Implications for the Future
Culturally specific or "traditional parenting" is defined by constructs that facilitate successful parenting within a specific group's culture that derives from traditional practices. Examples of three types of culturally sensitive programs, the differences between programs, and the controversies regarding their use are available in Gorman and Balter (1997) . More recent research shows that culturally and linguistically diverse (i.e., refugee, immigrant, or migrant) families' contact with child welfare services is adversely affected by differing interpretations and expectations of parenting (Lincroft & Resner, 2006) . Cultural norms and processes of parenting vary widely among refugee communities (Lewig, Arney, & Salveron, 2009; Lodwick, 2002) . This warrants consideration of the above literature's multiple perspectives that could ultimately point to a prescription for practice, organization, service provision, and goals or suggestions for future research.
Poor immigrant and refugees may lack access to key supports that could strengthen family well-being during resettlement transitions and in South Australia, particularly for men and/or single-parented households. It is also well established that immigrants, especially refugees, are disproportionately affected by poverty, lack of employment opportunities, English language problems, lack of mobility, and health concerns compared with the general population, thus confounding successful resettlement transition experiences (Hyman & Guruge, 2002) . Moreover, as men from traditional societies are expected in preand post-resettlement contexts to maintain traditional practices as carer, protector, and provider, improved understandings of refugee masculinities and their relation to constructs of parenting will support their efforts and better inform child protection service, practice, and interventions (N. Williams, 2008) . To this end, parenting supports, strengthening cultural networks, and early interventions are needed that aim to reduce risks and promote protective factors for refugee children and their families to promote their social, physical, and emotional well-being.
Research into how the changing environment of flight and migration affects parents and carers is also limited as prior research efforts have focused primarily on identifying the international political conditions that create refugee situations, describing the economic impact of these situations, analyzing the efficacy of resettlement, and examining resettlement adaptations and transitions (including factors such as culture, language, and education). In an effort to understand why refugee parents and carers present within systems of child protection in South Australia, it is important to first center on the individual refugee family rather than focus, for example, on cost analysis or economic impacts, thereby leaving families on the margins of research efforts. Because there has been little empirical research in the area of refugee parenting experiences in pre-resettlement contexts, assumptions have been made regarding the tremendous upheaval that individuals face, despite the fact we understand very little of the day-to-day experience of families in the pre-flight, migration and camp settings.
Summary
The impact of flight and forced migration varies among refugees. Research among Palestinians settled in the Gaza indicates the essential role that parental and maternal love, intimacy, and sound disciplinary practices play in enhancing children's resiliency, increased creativity, and cognitive capacity (Punamaki, Samir, & El-Sarraj, 1997 . Additional research indicates that parents and children face traumatic events as a collaborative unit and that their interactions and responses may be individual or shared and or mutually reinforced, which may predict the quality of their overall psychological well-being (Laor et al., 1997) . However, some authors have found that parents in refugee camps report talking less with their children and feeling more nervous in general once residing in the camp (Ajdukovic & Ajdukovic, 1993) . Another characteristic that affects parenting within contexts of flight and migration is the age of a refugee. Age may confound masculinities (men's interpretations of self), experiences, and processes associated with "becoming a refugee," insofar as it is more difficult for an elder to adjust or adapt to these environs (e.g., when receiving food rations). Some authors attribute factors associated with refugee parenting difficulties in post-resettlement, in countries such as Australia, Canada, or the United States, to challenges with parental mental and physical health, poverty, social isolation, and children's behavioral problems. Other authors state that refugee parents experience additional stresses associated with changes to gender roles, family structure, trauma (including war, separation, or death of family members), acculturation difficulties (e.g., language difficulties), and differing cultural expectations (Lamberg, 1996; Sinnerbrink, Silove, Field, Steel, & Manicavasagar, 1997) .
Fathers and men in families represent one of the most important-yet in many cases untapped-resources for children's well-being (Engle, 1990 (Engle, , 1995 (Engle, , 1997 Engle & Breaux, 1998) . Although the interest in fathers and fatherhood is increasing in many parts of the world, humanitarian and child protection programs continue to focus on mothers and children, neglecting the importance of the role that men play in children's lives and well-being. Organizations such as the UNICEF, the UNHCR, the WHO, and child welfare organizations in the late 20th century have produced research, conferences, publications, and program initiatives centered on men, masculinities, and fatherhood; however, these efforts remain minimal and are often perceived as threatening by groups who have struggled long and hard to bring women's issues to the forefront (Falabella, 1997; Richardson, 1995) .
Families and men are actively responding to their changing world. The environment of flight, forced migration, and the refugee camp experience mediate shifts in control (agency) domains from internal to external (such as connected to roles and family decision-making processes). Although the literature, policy, and research to date broadly prioritizes the needs of women and children, an immediate and pressing need to consider masculinities and the experience of refugee men remains. Previous research models and ecological frameworks for understanding the environment of refugees, forced migration, gender, and child welfare in these communities do not consider masculinities-whether in terms of personality, ethnocultural background, or demographic history-nor do they incorporate the unique voice of the male narrative. Yet masculinities and their perspectives do indeed matter and will engender new discourse, paradigms, and operational approaches to assist child protection and other organizations working to enhance the well-being of refugee families and children.
Declaration of Conflicting Interests
The author declared no potential conflicts of interests with respect to the authorship and/or publication of this article.
